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it was allowed to be performed on the 10th of May, 1781 ;
and though there were strong objections to many of its sar-
casms, and delicacy was often hurt as well as candour, yet
the principal character was so masterly, and acted in such
a strain of heartfelt enjoyment by the author, that there is
no more chance of its ever being lost to the stage than
there is for the dismission of Sir Giles Overreach himself,
who seems to have suggested to Macklin the mode of best
directing the tide of his prejudice against a whole nation.
While there is a great actor. Sir Giles will be performed
upon the English stage ; and, though of a fiercer and more
savage temperament than Sir Pertinax, the characters have
so much in common that they will usually be acted by the
same person, provided the dialect of the latter do not present
an insurmountable bar. This it is not likely should often
be the case. Great actors are commonly admirable mimics ;
the dialect may, therefore, be roughly studied among our-
selves, and finished with great nicety by one of those visits
to the North which the ornaments of the profession so
commonly make for the satisfaction of our neighbours and
their own advantage. It is well known that the provinces
of Scotland speak dialects differing much among themselves,
hut the discrimination between them is seldom accurately
known to an English ear; perhaps the best rule to an actor
is to neglect the nicety and be careful only to speak Scotch;
and as the more uncouth anything sounds the more laugh is
excited, the broader he speaks the better. Macklin insinu-
ated better than Cooke, but the jovial manner of the latter
with Lumbercourt came nearer than Madelines nature
would allow him to come, even in conveying his own inten-
tion. They were both excellent and unapproached.

There are few modern productions marked by strong
satire and pointed dialogue ; and as I believe Macklin's play
to be little studied, and followed rather for malicious enjoy-
ment than the proper attractions of the drama, I shall take
the liberty to display, at some length, the literary merit it
undoubtedly contains, although the work of a man whose
youth seemed to promise anything rather than literary dis-
tinction.

Who  has   succeeded  the  veteran  of the stage in the